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¶1 PER CURI AM.    The Of f i ce of  Lawyer  Regul at i on ( OLR)  

f i l ed a f i ve- count  di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt  agai nst  At t or ney 

Ann T.  Bowe al l egi ng pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  ar i s i ng f r om one 

cl i ent  mat t er  and seeki ng a 60- day suspensi on of  her  l aw 

l i cense.   At t or ney Bowe di d not  cont est  t he al l egat i ons of  

mi sconduct .   Chr i st i ne Har r i s Tayl or  was appoi nt ed r ef er ee.   

Fol l owi ng a hear i ng l i mi t ed t o t he i ssue of  di sc i pl i ne,  Ref er ee 
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Tayl or  r ecommended t he i mposi t i on of  a publ i c r epr i mand and 

cost s.    

¶2 No appeal  has been f i l ed.   The mat t er  i s submi t t ed f or  

t hi s cour t ' s  r evi ew pur suant  t o SCR 22. 17( 2) . 1  We concl ude t he 

r ecor d suppor t s t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  and concl usi ons 

of  l aw.    We agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on t o i mpose a 

publ i c r epr i mand.   We or der  At t or ney Bowe t o bear  t he cost s of  

t hi s pr oceedi ng.  

¶3 At t or ney Bowe was admi t t ed t o t he pr act i ce of  l aw i n 

Wi sconsi n i n 1980 and pr act i ces i n Mi l waukee.   Her  di sci pl i nar y 

hi st or y consi st s of  a 1993 consensual  pr i vat e r epr i mand. 2  

¶4 At t or ney Bowe' s pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  i n t hi s case 

ar i ses f r om a si ngl e c l i ent  mat t er .   I n 2006 Cynt hi a M.  r et ai ned 

At t or ney Bowe t o secur e a di vor ce f r om her  husband,  John M. ,  

whi ch subsequent l y f or med t he basi s of  t he f ol l owi ng count s:  

COUNT I :   By f ai l i ng t o ser ve t he summons and 
pet i t i on f or  di vor ce on John,  r esul t i ng i n t he f ai l ur e 
t o obt ai n per sonal  j ur i sdi ct i on over  hi m and t he 
subsequent  vacat ur  of  t he Judgment  mor e t han a year  

                                                 
1 SCR 22. 17( 2)  st at es:  

I f  no appeal  i s  f i l ed t i mel y,  t he supr eme cour t  
shal l  r evi ew t he r ef er ee' s r epor t ;  adopt ,  r ej ect  or  
modi f y t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs and concl usi ons or  
r emand t he mat t er  t o t he r ef er ee f or  addi t i onal  
f i ndi ngs;  and det er mi ne and i mpose appr opr i at e 
di sci pl i ne.   The cour t ,  on i t s own mot i on,  may or der  
t he par t i es t o f i l e br i ef s i n t he mat t er .  

2 See Pr i vat e Repr i mand of  Ann Bowe,  1993- 24.    
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af t er  i t  had been obt ai ned,  [ At t or ney]  Bowe vi ol at ed 
SCR 20: 1. 3; 3  

COUNT I I :  By knowi ngl y f ai l i ng t o ser ve t he 
summons and pet i t i on f or  di vor ce on John as r equi r ed 
by st at ut e,  and by pr osecut i ng t he case t o j udgment  
wi t hout  i nf or mi ng t he Cour t  of  t he j ur i sdi ct i onal  
def ect ,  [ At t or ney]  Bowe vi ol at ed SCR 20: 3. 4( c) ; 4 

COUNT I I I :   By s i gni ng and f i l i ng a cer t i f i cat e 
of  compl i ance wi t h st at ut or y r equi r ement s t hat  
asser t ed,  " The summons and pet i t i on wer e ser ved on t he 
r espondent  v i a t he U. S.  Post al  Ser vi ce on 03- 13- 06, "  
knowi ng t hat  t he r espondent  had not  been pr oper l y 
ser ved,  [ At t or ney]  Bowe vi ol at ed SCR 20: 8. 4( c) ; 5 

COUNT I V:   By f ai l i ng t o ser ve or  send John 
di vor ce pl eadi ngs or  not i ces she f i l ed wi t h t he cour t ,  
[ At t or ney]  Bowe vi ol at ed SCR 20: 3. 5( b) ; 6 

                                                 
3 Al l  r ef er ences t o v i ol at i ons of  t he Wi sconsi n Supr eme 

Cour t  Rul es ar e as pl ed i n t he OLR' s compl ai nt .  

SCR 20: 1. 3 pr ovi des,  " A l awyer  shal l  act  wi t h r easonabl e 
di l i gence and pr ompt ness i n r epr esent i ng a c l i ent . "   

4 SCR 20: 3. 4( c)  pr ovi des,  " A l awyer  shal l  not  knowi ngl y  
di sobey an obl i gat i on under  t he r ul es of  a t r i bunal ,  except  f or  
an open r ef usal  based on an asser t i on t hat  no val i d obl i gat i on 
exi st s. "    

5 SCR 20: 8. 4( c)  s t at es i t  i s  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct  f or  a 
l awyer  t o " engage i n conduct  i nvol v i ng di shonest y,  f r aud,  decei t  
or  mi sr epr esent at i on;  .  .  .  . "  

6 SCR 20: 3. 5( b)  pr ovi des a l awyer  shal l  not :  

[ C] ommuni cat e ex par t e wi t h such a per son dur i ng 
t he pr oceedi ng unl ess aut hor i zed t o do so by l aw or  
cour t  or der  or  f or  schedul i ng pur poses i f  per mi t t ed by 
t he cour t .   I f  communi cat i on bet ween a l awyer  and 
j udge has occur r ed i n or der  t o schedul e t he mat t er ,  
t he l awyer  i nvol ved shal l  pr ompt l y not i f y t he l awyer  
f or  t he ot her  par t y or  t he ot her  par t y ,  i f  
unr epr esent ed,  of  such communi cat i on;  .  .  .  . "  
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COUNT V:   By dr af t i ng and submi t t i ng i n her  
pr oposed Judgment  t hat  " al l  necessar y par t i es have 
been dul y ser ved and or der ed t o appear , "  and by 
submi t t i ng t hat  pr oposed Judgment  t o t he Cour t  f or  
execut i on when she knew t he st at ement  was f al se,  
[ At t or ney]  Bowe vi ol at ed f or mer  SCR 20: 3. 3( a) ( 1) 7.  

¶5 As not ed,  t he di sci pl i nar y compl ai nt ' s al l egat i ons ar e 

undi sput ed.   At t or ney Bowe mai l ed a copy of  t he summons and 

pet i t i on f or  di vor ce t o John at  t he mar i t al  r esi dence,  al ong 

wi t h an acknowl edgement  of  ser vi ce of  t he summons and pet i t i on 

f or  di vor ce f or  John t o execut e and r et ur n t o At t or ney Bowe.   

John never  execut ed t he acknowl edgement  of  ser vi ce and At t or ney 

Bowe never  r ecei ved an execut ed acknowl edgement  of  ser vi ce f r om 

John.   Because she di d not  ser ve John wi t h a summons and 

pet i t i on f or  di vor ce i n t he di vor ce act i on,  t he c i r cui t  cour t  

l acked per sonal  j ur i sdi ct i on over  hi m.    

¶6 Nonet hel ess,  on June 22,  2006,  knowi ng John had not  

been ser ved,  At t or ney Bowe si gned and f i l ed a cer t i f i cat e of  

compl i ance wi t h st at ut or y r equi r ement s whi ch st at ed:  " The 

summons and pet i t i on wer e ser ved on t he r espondent  v i a t he U. S.  

Post al  Ser vi ce on 03- 13- 06 .  .  .  . "   Ser vi ce of  a summons and 

pet i t i on f or  di vor ce by U. S Mai l  i s  not  aut hor i zed by Wi sconsi n 

st at ut e or  common l aw t o secur e per sonal  j ur i sdi ct i on over  a 

r espondent  i n a di vor ce act i on.    

¶7 I n t he same document ,  At t or ney Bowe cer t i f i ed t o t he 

cour t  under  penal t y of  per j ur y:  " Al l  .  .  .  par t i es i n t hi s 

                                                 
7 For mer  SCR 20: 3. 3( a) ( 1)  ( ef f ect i ve t hr ough June 30,  2007)  

st at es a l awyer  shal l  not  knowi ngl y " make a f al se st at ement  of  
f act  or  l aw t o a t r i bunal ;  .  .  .  . "  
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act i on have been ser ved wi t h a copy of  t hi s cer t i f i cat e of  

compl i ance. "   At t or ney Bowe,  however ,  had never  ser ved John wi t h 

or  ot her wi se conveyed t o hi m t he cer t i f i cat e of  compl i ance.   

¶8 On June 22,  2006,  At t or ney Bowe pr epar ed and caused t o 

be execut ed by t he cour t  an or der  f or  a pr et r i al  conf er ence,  

whi ch was r equi r ed t o be ser ved upon John i n advance of  t he 

Jul y 6,  2006,  conf er ence.   However ,  At t or ney Bowe never  ser ved 

John wi t h or  ot her wi se conveyed t o hi m t he or der  f or  a pr et r i al  

conf er ence.   On Jul y 6,  2006,  t he pr et r i al  conf er ence was hel d.   

John di d not  appear .   The cour t  set  a t empor ar y or der s mot i on 

hear i ng f or  Jul y 31,  2006,  and a t r i al  dat e of  Oct ober  30,  2006.   

¶9 As a r esul t  of  a domest i c v i ol ence ar r est  and 

subsequent  no- cont act  or der ,  John moved f r om t he mar i t al  

r esi dence on or  about  Jul y 11,  2006.   At t or ney Bowe' s mot i on f or  

t empor ar y or der s pr ovi ded,  i n par t ,  t hat  on Jul y 11,  2006,  John 

was ar r est ed and char ged wi t h bat t er y and a no- cont act  or der  was 

ent er ed f or bi ddi ng cont act  wi t h Cynt hi a i n her  home.   Thus,  

At t or ney Bowe acknowl edged i n her  mot i on t hat  John no l onger  

r esi ded i n t he mar i t al  r esi dence.    

¶10 Nonet hel ess,  t he af f i davi t  of  mai l i ng f i l ed wi t h t he 

cour t  i ndi cat ed t hat  on Jul y 24,  2006,  At t or ney Bowe' s assi st ant  

mai l ed t o John,  at  t he addr ess of  t he mar i t al  r esi dence,  t he 

not i ce of  mot i on and mot i on f or  t empor ar y or der s f or  t he 

Jul y 31,  2006,  hear i ng.   When At t or ney Bowe' s assi st ant  mai l ed 

t he not i ce t o John excl usi vel y t o t he mar i t al  r esi dence,  

At t or ney Bowe knew t hat  John no l onger  r esi ded t her e and t hat  

addr ess was no l onger  val i d f or  hi m.  
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¶11 Al so,  At t or ney Bowe never  conveyed t o John not i ce of  

t he Oct ober  30,  2006,  t r i al  dat e.   At t or ney Bowe knew John was 

not  pr oper l y ser ved wi t h t he summons and pet i t i on and t he 

ci r cui t  cour t  l acked per sonal  j ur i sdi ct i on over  hi m.   John di d 

not  appear  at  t r i al .   On Oct ober  30,  2006,  i n John' s absence,  

t he c i r cui t  cour t  j udge gr ant ed a def aul t  di vor ce i ncor por at i ng 

t he t er ms of  Cynt hi a' s pr oposed mar i t al  set t l ement  agr eement .   

At t or ney Bowe f ai l ed t o not i f y t he cour t  bef or e i t  gr ant ed t he 

def aul t  di vor ce t hat  John had not  been ser ved wi t h t he summons 

and pet i t i on and t he cour t  l acked per sonal  j ur i sdi ct i on over  

hi m.   

¶12 At t or ney Bowe pr epar ed t he f i ndi ngs of  f act ,  

concl usi ons of  l aw and j udgment  of  di vor ce.   The j udgment  st at ed 

" al l  necessar y par t i es have been dul y ser ved and or der ed t o 

appear . "   The j udgment  l i s t ed as John' s addr ess t he mar i t al  

r esi dence and i ncor por at ed Cynt hi a' s pr oposed mar i t al  

set t l ement ,  awar di ng her  t he mar i t al  r esi dence and r equi r i ng 

John t o pay $3, 000 per  mont h i n chi l d suppor t .   

¶13 On November  15,  2006,  At t or ney Bowe conveyed a copy of  

t he pr oposed j udgment  t o John' s cr i mi nal  def ense at t or ney.   

Under  cover  l et t er  of  November  21,  2006,  At t or ney Bowe conveyed 

t he pr oposed j udgment  t o t he j udge f or  s i gnat ur e and ent r y,  and 

t he j udge si gned i t  December  5,  2006.   On December  12,  2006,  t he 

c l er k of  cour t  ent er ed t he j udgment  and mai l ed copi es t o t he 

par t i es.   

¶14 John subsequent l y f i l ed a mot i on t o r eopen t he di vor ce 

j udgment .   Fol l owi ng a Mar ch 12,  2008,  evi dent i ar y hear i ng on 
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t hat  mot i on,  t he c i r cui t  cour t  f ound no evi dence of  pr oper  

ser vi ce on John,  vacat ed t he j udgment ,  and di smi ssed t he di vor ce 

act i on.   Repr esent ed by new counsel ,  Cynt hi a i ni t i at ed a second 

di vor ce act i on on Mar ch 20,  2008.   Fol l owi ng t he concl usi on of  

t he f i r st  day of  a cont est ed t r i al  on Januar y 22,  2009,  t he 

par t i es wer e gr ant ed a di vor ce.   At  a st i pul at ed di vor ce hear i ng 

on Mar ch 10,  2009,  t he cour t  appr oved t he r emai ni ng t er ms of  t he 

di vor ce.    

¶15 At  t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng,  Cynt hi a t est i f i ed i t  was 

onl y af t er  she r ecei ved John' s mot i on t o r eopen t he di vor ce 

j udgment  t hat  she l ear ned f or  t he f i r st  t i me John had not  been 

ser ved.   She st at ed At t or ney Bowe di d not  t ake any 

r esponsi bi l i t y  f or  t he i mpr oper  ser vi ce.   Cynt hi a sai d she 

needed t o pay new cour t  cost s and hi r e a new at t or ney t o r evi ew 

her  case and r epr esent  her .   Cynt hi a t est i f i ed t hat  because her  

di vor ce j udgment  had been vacat ed,  her  t hr ee chi l dr en wer e 

f ear f ul  her  husband,  who had been i n and out  of  j ai l ,  woul d be 

al l owed back i n t he house,  causi ng her  t o be on " a r ol l er  

coast er  r i de emot i onal l y and [ she]  was al l  [ her ]  t hr ee ki ds 

had. "      

¶16 Cynt hi a st at ed she was unsur e how much i n f ees she had 

pai d At t or ney Bowe,  and At t or ney Bowe had not  pr ovi ded any 

f i nanci al  r est i t ut i on.   Cynt hi a sai d because she was j ust  

r ecover i ng f r om cancer ,  she di d not  keep t r ack of  what  she pai d;  

however ,  she est i mat ed she had pai d At t or ney Bowe appr oxi mat el y 

$2, 000 t o $3, 000.   She bel i eved At t or ney Bowe was r esponsi bl e 

f or  t he $20, 000 expended on her  new at t or neys,  because t hey 
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spent  a l ot  of  t i me r evi ewi ng her  case t hat  ot her wi se woul d have 

been unnecessar y.  

¶17 On cr oss- exami nat i on,  At t or ney Bowe' s at t or ney 

i nqui r ed,  " What  makes you t hi nk .  .  .  t hat  i f  Ann Bowe had 

pr oper l y ser ved your  husband,  anyt hi ng t hat  has happened i n your  

second di vor ce woul d not  have happened i n t he f i r st ?"   Cynt hi a 

answer ed,  " I  don' t  t hi nk anybody knows t hat  out come. "     

¶18 At t or ney Bowe t est i f i ed at  t he di sci pl i nar y hear i ng 

Cynt hi a had pai d a $1, 000 r et ai ner  pl us $250 i n cost s.   At t or ney 

Bowe acknowl edged she was compl et el y r esponsi bl e f or  her  

mi sconduct  and t hat  she had " j ust  scr ewed up. "   At t or ney Bowe 

sai d she gave i n t o t he pr essur e of  get t i ng t he case over ,  and 

t hat  she knows she shoul d " not  cut  cor ner s. "    At t or ney Bowe 

t est i f i ed she was wi l l i ng t o pay Cynt hi a' s at t or ney f ees f or  her  

new r epr esent at i on.    

¶19 The OLR ar gued i n f avor  of  a 60- day l i cense suspensi on 

due t o t he r epet i t i ve nat ur e of  At t or ney Bowe' s mi sconduct .   The 

OLR cl ai med At t or ney Bowe' s many year s of  exper i ence pr act i c i ng 

l aw shoul d be consi der ed as an aggr avat i ng f act or  i n assessi ng 

di sci pl i ne.   The OLR st at ed,  however ,  as mi t i gat i ng f act or s,  no 

sel f i sh mot i ve of  f i nanci al  gai n was shown,  and t her e was no 

evi dence of  any mot i ve ot her  t han t o t r y and cut  cor ner s.   Al so,  

i t  poi nt ed out ,  At t or ney Bowe had been cooper at i ve wi t h t he OLR 

and had shown r emor se and accept ed r esponsi bi l i t y .    

¶20 Nonet hel ess,  t he OLR asser t ed t hat  consi st ent  wi t h 

Sect i on 6. 12 of  t he ABA St andar ds,  a suspensi on i s war r ant ed 

when an at t or ney knows f al se s t at ement s ar e submi t t ed t o t he 
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cour t  but  t akes no r emedi al  act i on and causes a pot ent i al l y  

adver se i mpact  i n a l egal  pr oceedi ng.    

¶21 Wi t h r espect  t o r est i t ut i on,  t he OLR st at ed:  

OLR i s not  r equest i ng r est i t ut i on dur i ng t he 
cour se of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.   I f  t her e' s goi ng t o be 
r est i t ut i on,  i t ' s  goi ng t o be handl ed bet ween t he 
par t i es or  t hr ough l i t i gat i on or  what  have you,  but  
OLR i s not  r equest i ng r est i t ut i on.   

¶22 Bal anci ng t he sever al  f act or s,  t he r ef er ee concl uded a 

publ i c r epr i mand was suf f i c i ent  di sci pl i ne.   The r ef er ee not ed 

At t or ney Bowe was pr i vat el y r epr i manded i n 1993,  but  due t o t he 

l apse of  t i me,  t hat  di sci pl i nar y hi st or y was not  a f act or .   

Al so,  t he r ef er ee st at ed r est i t ut i on was not  an i ssue i n t hese 

pr oceedi ngs because i f  t her e woul d be r est i t ut i on,  i t  woul d be 

handl ed i n anot her  f or um.  

¶23 The r ef er ee f ound,  as aggr avat i ng f act or s,  t hat  

At t or ney Bowe engaged i n a pat t er n of  mi sconduct  ar i s i ng out  of  

one cl i ent  mat t er  and t he number  of  v i ol at i ons was si gni f i cant .   

However ,  t he r ef er ee al so f ound At t or ney Bowe has a r eput at i on 

f or  bei ng a consci ent i ous and compet ent  at t or ney,  who i s wel l  

pr epar ed and r espect ed by ot her  at t or neys,  cour t  commi ssi oner s,  

and j udges.   The r ef er ee al so f ound At t or ney Bowe i s an 

exper i enced l awyer ,  havi ng been i n pr act i ce f or  26 year s when 

t he vi ol at i ons i n t hi s mat t er  ar ose.   

¶24 As mi t i gat i ng f act or s,  t he r ef er ee f ound " a compl et e 

absence of  di shonest  or  sel f i sh mot i ve"  and no evi dence 

i ndi cat i ng any f i nanci al  gai n,  or  t hat  At t or ney Bowe mi sl ed t he 

cour t  f or  ot her  ul t er i or  mot i ves.   The r ef er ee f ound,  " Bowe' s 
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t est i mony was cont r i t e,  humbl e and apol oget i c when she st at ed 

t hat  '  .  .  .  I  succumbed t o t he pr essur e of  somebody who r eal l y,  

r eal l y want ed t o get  t hi s done i nst ead of  doi ng what  I  shoul d 

have done,  whi ch i s not  cut  cor ner s. ' "     

¶25 Al so,  t he r ef er ee det er mi ned At t or ney Bowe had been 

cooper at i ve wi t h OLR i n i t s  i nvest i gat i on and dur i ng t hese 

pr oceedi ngs.   The r ef er ee f ound At t or ney Bowe i mmedi at el y 

accept ed r esponsi bi l i t y  f or  her  act i ons,  expr essed r emor se,  and 

r ecogni zed t he i mpact  on her  c l i ent .    

¶26 The cour t  wi l l  af f i r m t he r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  

unl ess t hey ar e c l ear l y er r oneous.   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y  

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Ei senber g,  2004 WI  14,  ¶5,  269 Wi s.  2d 43,  

675 N. W. 2d 747.   The r ef er ee' s concl usi ons of  l aw ar e r evi ewed 

de novo.   I d.   Al t hough t hi s cour t  t akes i nt o account  t he 

r ef er ee' s r ecommendat i on,  i t  does not  accor d i t  gr eat  wei ght  

because ul t i mat el y i t  i s  t hi s cour t ' s  r esponsi bi l i t y  t o 

det er mi ne appr opr i at e di sci pl i ne.  See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Rei t z,  2005 WI  39,  ¶74,  279 Wi s.  2d 550,  694 

N. W. 2d 894.   I n i t s de novo r evi ew,  t he cour t  consi der s t he 

ser i ousness of  t he mi sconduct  al ong wi t h t he need t o pr ot ect  t he 

publ i c,  cour t s,  and l egal  syst em f r om r epet i t i on of  mi sconduct ,  

and t o i mpr ess upon t he at t or ney t he ser i ousness of  t he 

mi sconduct  and det er  ot her  at t or neys f r om engagi ng i n s i mi l ar  

mi sconduct .   I n r e Di sci pl i nar y  Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Al i a,  2006 

WI  12,  ¶88,  288 Wi s.  2d 299,  709 N. W. 2d 399.  

¶27 Upon our  i ndependent  r evi ew,  we ar e sat i sf i ed t he 

r ef er ee' s f i ndi ngs of  f act  ar e not  c l ear l y er r oneous and t he 
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r ecor d suppor t s her  concl usi ons.   We agr ee wi t h t he r ef er ee' s 

r easoni ng and concl ude a publ i c r epr i mand i s suf f i c i ent  

di sci pl i ne t o achi eve t he goal s of  at t or ney di sci pl i ne.   

Al t hough we ar e per suaded a suspensi on i s not  necessar y t o 

pr ot ect  t he publ i c and t he j udi c i al  syst em i n t hi s i nst ance,  

At t or ney Bowe i s admoni shed t hat  a publ i c r epr i mand shoul d not  

be i nt er pr et ed as i ndi cat i ng t hi s cour t  i s  unt r oubl ed by her  

mi sconduct .  

¶28 As not ed i n ot her  cases i nvol v i ng mi sr epr esent at i ons 

t o a cour t ,  an at t or ney' s dut y of  candor  t owar d t he t r i bunal  i s 

cent r al  t o t he cour t ' s  f unct i on.   See I n r e Di sci pl i nar y 

Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  Kohl er ,  2009 WI  24,  ¶38,  316 Wi s.  2d 17,  31,  

762 N. W. 2d 377;  see al so I n r e Di sci pl i nar y Pr oceedi ngs Agai nst  

Kal al ,  2002 WI  45,  ¶1,  252 Wi s.  2d 261,  643 N. W. 2d 466.   

At t or ney Bowe' s r epeat ed mi sr epr esent at i ons t o t he cour t  ar e a 

ser i ous br each of  her  obl i gat i ons as an of f i cer  of  t he cour t .  

¶29 Cour t s ar e ent i t l ed t o expect  st r i ct  compl i ance wi t h 

an at t or ney' s f undament al  dut y t o adher e t o t he t r ut h.   Cut t i ng 

cor ner s i n t hi s i nst ance was not  onl y a di sser vi ce t o her  c l i ent  

but  damaged t he l egal  pr of essi on as wel l .   We det er mi ne At t or ney 

Bowe shoul d be publ i c l y r epr i manded f or  her  pr of essi onal  

mi sconduct .   We concl ude she shoul d be r equi r ed t o pay t he f ul l  

cost s of  t hi s di sci pl i nar y pr oceedi ng,  whi ch wer e $2, 728. 53 as 

of  Mar ch 22,  2011.   No r est i t ut i on was sought  and none i s 

or der ed i n t hi s pr oceedi ng.  

¶30 I T I S ORDERED t hat  Ann T.  Bowe i s publ i c l y r epr i manded 

f or  her  pr of essi onal  mi sconduct .  
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¶31 I T I S FURTHER ORDERED t hat  wi t hi n 60 days of  t he dat e 

of  t hi s or der ,  Ann T.  Bowe pay t o t he Of f i ce of  Lawyer  

Regul at i on t he cost s of  t hi s pr oceedi ng.   I f  t he cost s ar e not  

pai d wi t hi n t he t i me speci f i ed and absent  a showi ng t o t hi s 

cour t  of  her  i nabi l i t y  t o pay t he cost s wi t hi n t hat  t i me,  t he 

l i cense of  Ann T.  Bowe t o pr act i ce l aw i n Wi sconsi n shal l  be 

suspended unt i l  f ur t her  or der  of  t he cour t .  
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¶32 SHI RLEY S.  ABRAHAMSON,  C. J.    (Dissenting).  Pur suant  

t o SCR 22. 17( 2) ,  I  woul d or der  br i ef s on t he i ssues of  

di sci pl i ne and r est i t ut i on.   I  t her ef or e r espect f ul l y di ssent .  

¶33 I  am aut hor i zed t o st at e t hat  Just i ces ANN WALSH 

BRADLEY and N.  PATRI CK CROOKS j oi n t hi s di ssent .  
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